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cRIMIS i “imen* be sufficient for a = = 
TIONAL LAW—Acquittal of a|conviction on the first—it is| Attempt To Amend Michigan 
charge of reckless driving un-|cbvious the state would have to Real Estate Brokers 
ate jer R.S. 39:4-96 is no basis for prove defendant was guilty of Law Fails 
y 3 ple of autre ron acquit to a/ reckless driving t o sustain the in- iin. Atte ta. ae i 
wy subseguent indictment for) dictment; (2) it is the character| “*) = see sia 
Re ausing death by reckless driv- | of the act not the results, which pide ae bes ice aie _— 
-D ing under R.S, 2:138-9. |determine whether and how — ee a bn — Ppa 
oe te of whether the agg] Panag Se ee pent “appropriate and incidental” to 
f autrefois acquit is main-/|here there was a single act; (3) tee vavtenw £ the broker’s 
UNIT tainalle under our constitu- | the element of res adjudicata ‘ thy . cae ante killed in pacts 
AIT tion is whether the offense is| that is included in the rules of py ge Eady ren gp Psp ii 
the ume” as that word is| autrefois acquit—acquittal of the “sae eavine L. Ccldahen Esq 
define’ in the cases. cHaree — oe bissin of Detroit and his committee on 
; mn ; _ | conclusive of a necessary com- actniaiet Wiacten ok (el 
Dizes' Gd from an Opinion DY) ponent of the charge under the isan ae or alae ay ae 
e-ancis S.C. rendered June 25, indictment. Law circularizec the members of 
TED ellate Div. State v BR Se ee me the Michigan Bar calling atten- 
Mant For the St: Har- }tion to the Bill as a challenge 
T. Parker. For appellant—| Change in Reteenent ito the legal profession and urg- 
Davis, Jr. Law for Federal beige -— rs in ney santa 
a] ee nee of the puplic to write, telegra 
T Gere ent. ios so Judges Urged or cle tine embers of the 
Be [ae . | legislature about the Bill. 
an indictment charg-; The fifteenth annual Judicial ; 5 
him with causing the d: Conference of the Third Circuit Sad ' 
‘uanita Shoopman in of the United States called for Legal Secretaries Ass'n 
R.S. 2:138-9 by driv- jegislation to reduce the retire- Schedules First 
essly and heedlessly|ment requirements for Federal Convention 
| ve been sustained be-|judges to 65 years of age and ; 26.8 
R his prior acquit 1N/| 15 years of service. Mrs. Libby Bennett, Conven- 
4 ~ goat ng ee The present law permits re-|tion Chairman and California 
ou are Paget enee vais tirement at 70 years after 10 State Direct I National val 
a ce fi gears years’ service. sociation of Legal Secretaries, 
. ae np binnginand biyyct gercnscwig apes ‘ne nro. | oday announced the program of 
‘ Ee srege of the safety of others The rec ommendation was pre tha Sissi. Annual Conseation af 
c driving). sented by the Legislat _Com- NALS to be held July 19-20 at 
T 11 court dismissed the; mittee to more than 30 Federal tien SNiton Elatel in Loew Saeed, 
1crTeD Me = hae temo! apg Caio California. Over 200 reservations 
(¢ Held: Art I of Par. II of Con- a were panne erica pin have been made by prominent 
eo eect f 1947 provides: “No el sis Pam ie . members of the Bench and Bar 
S ull, after acquittal, be nes: tOGay. of California and legal secretaries 
he same offense.” The The report also asked full sal-|throughout the United States. 
RE nd decisive word is ary for judges who retire be-| This will be the first conclave 
cause of permanent disability,|on a national basis of legal sec- 
2 The t of identity of offenses regardless of their length of ser-| retaries united gether to dis- 
ne : the same evidence is Vice. It also proposed that the cuss mutu il problems and estab- 
’ sustain them; if not President be permitted to name lish the «ims and endeavors to 
0. the fact that both charges' 4n additional judge to courts better serve the legal profession 
TH to and grow out of one Where a judge has reached re-|on 4 Nati Basis 
does not make t tirement age without retiring, if The highlight of the Saturday 
ffense where two are, the President finds the incum-| jiop+ banquet at the Hotel La- 
the statutes bent unable to discharge his full) sayvette in L Beach will be 
T less driving section of , duties ,the guest of honor and speaker 
M ‘Vehicle act says that of the evening Miss Mercedes 
s ne iving a vehicle “care-' Justice Dep’ t Division on oak ‘idge, radio star of AB 
t eedlesslvy in wanton C's efense At ! and win- 
ON ag cncgecn Doyll safety Communist Tactics To ner of an “Oscal a the motion 
shall | Be Established 'picture “All THE KING’S MEN” 
vark driving S —— |in which she portrayed a legal 
562 Anv person who shall Attorney General James P. secretary. The Honorable Joseph 
death of another by McGranery announced he plans! Maltby, Judge of the Superior 
vehicle carele ssly|to establish a new Justice De-! Court in Long Beach. will act as 
ssly in willful or wan-| partment division to work full | Master of Ceremonies 
rd of the rig time on keeping abreast of Com- Mrs. Louis B. C National 
thers shall be guilty} munist tactics. | President Diego will 
meanor.” While the A good part of the Federal | preside a iness sessions. 
substantially alik Bureau of Inves time is: She stated among the important! 
the offenses is dil-' qgeyoted to investi: subver-|items on h enda was the 
first is designed 1 ive activities, bi is only | establisnment National 
nst_reckle: lriving group of in the! Legislative Committee to study 
whether anyone is ; he in-}and report membership 
killed. The second unco through the medium of the as- 
P ) ae Sen gan FBI keeps moving right sociation ree THE 
i 1eSS ariving, a CI met eoietar ce te NALS DOCKE ym all federal 
heins aot 4 i impro g its whole : 
being Proof of simi Si ieerie said. “But|2nd state legislation affecting 
nougn tor tne | sa es heey Biante ,q4| women and hildren and to 
iy ya) sand ; the legal directio this end} acai ; 
a TN Se) perh ys not what it should} SPensor new | ,tion for their 
aes oleae. The, Se Oe one | benefit. A workable plan for the 
se is not committed rainy ve eee on* | establishme National Em- 
' ee ae } id and be protection of : 
i ath results from such gre ene” ployment Commi ttee will also be 
- si lus, the facts essenti <j neg devised by the Assembly 
28 a0...) the offense or Describing his aim as finding} ; 
ee ee a ee) | ern ore 
2 a he former p! NM ourselves from Communist ideo- 
4 ant ttempt to } logy’s insidious infiltration into Law School 
uences, if : W-| our society’, McGranery said: —___—_— 
Auge the act of rec : Se itn RA eo le NEW YORK (ACCN)—The de- 
1g ‘onviction of reckles: “There oS presi an indica- fense department is sending 87 
not be had under ar that the me fas come army, navy, and marine officers 
or death by reckless) ” a Mage am i - " to civilian law schools at a pro- 
ng iginal jurisdic a Jundan 7 Seen send eee ill = posed cost f ore than $2.500,- 
ci von f the Motor oe that the C DELTA UTLRSCS have 000, says a rep made public by 
§ in the municipal — ed # ee the National Civil Service league. 
of ver a _ defendant sharpen er nn ae ee ek Listing this educational pro- 
aa : quitted of the crime ~"™" id gram as an instance of the gov- 
et guilty of the viola He said he believes the de-| ernment’s wasted manpower, the 
ithe Act. partment should have a group to|renort points out that the three 
_ devote all its time to a study/armed services have on active 
Stow. J. A.D. dissenting of Communist techniques and tol duty 3.420 officers with law de- 
‘the plea should have been give “more careful considera-| grees who are n of being used in 
and a d Tanees 3 tion to the ev idence Ww hich the legal work. It } 1as been necessary, 
‘his decision: (1) The FBI digs up. The FBI would con-/the repor: added, to call reserve 
- test is would the evidence} tinue the investigation end of| officers to active service to re- 
to sustain the second! the job, he said. place those in 
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Amendment To Permit 
Brokers To Draft Legal 
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23 are offices operated by bar|@ candy store proprietor, sold 
associations, 8 are law school two capsules of Heroin to Mary, 
clinics serving clients directly. 2 17-year old girl, who, having 
There are 6 separate public Legal become crazed from the effects 
‘Aid bureaus, and 11 Legal Aid Of the same, attempted to kill 
derartmeats of social agencies. detective in the act of arrest- 
Volunteer committees of bar as- ing her. She obtained bail, after 
sociations giving Legal Aid ser- Making a statement. Pete was 
vice numhter 53. informed that the girl had 
Defender organizations for “sung” and that he would be 
CRIMINAL CASES have increas- arrested shortly. So far the 
ed from 33 to 38 during the year,!| police were unaw that Smith 
of which 31 are publicly support- was the source of Pete’s supply 
ed and are private. Pete lured Mary to candy 
The Nat ional Legal Aid Asso- store, after he had a talk 
ciation, in cooperation with the and agreement with Smith, un- 
American Bar Association’s, Known to the girl. He then an- 
Standing Committee on Legal nounced to Mary that she was 
Aid Work: is working toward the about to be taken for a ride, and 
establishment of Legal Aid ser- that her body would be dumped 
vices in every community of in the Hudson River. While Pete 
100,600 or over. More than 70 was struggling with the girl, a 
such cities still lack organized policeman appeared at the door 
Legal Aid service. Immediately thereafter mith 
Cost drew a revolver from his pocket 
Gross cost of operation in 1951 and shot and killed Pete. Smith 
for civil offices was $1,252,620.34.|told the policeman what Pete’s 
This is only about $5,000 above intention had been, and this was 
the previous year. Eliminating corroborated by Mary. The facts 
offices using only volunteers, the outlined above can be establish- 
cost per case averaged $5.91. ed. 
— nape — — ‘| What crime or crimes did Pete, 
1950. Gross operating cost for iteue Sittts a apes 
Defender offices in 1951 was “@!Y and Smith commit: 
$686,326.02. 25. Jones was charged with 
In smail claims, alimony and, being a disorderly person, on a 
the like, 36 organizations report- complaint filed in the Munici- 
ed a total of $491,932.43 collect- pal Court of Newark, N. J., in 


ed for their Clients. 


ciation sets standards and 
ervises 
other services, 
year a Directory of all known) — 
law school.—I.P.S.| Legal Aid organizations. 
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_ New Jersey State Bar Exams 
| Attorneys - June, 1952 


| p : ; 
| Second Day Legislature adjourned sine die 


; bh. 5. 195! cee 
| 21. A N.Y. statute required the ryt es ie 19332. On March 14, 
master of every vessel arriving 1952, the Governor approved the 
in the port of N.Y. from any) Dill. Has the bill become a law? 


*(c) Suppose the bill, duly pas- 
sed by the Legislature, was pre- 
sented to the Governor on Feb. 
1, 1952, who on Feb. 5, 1952, re- 
turned it to the General Assem- 
bly, where it had originated, with 
his written objections. In order 
for the bill to become a law, 
what vote of the Legislature is 
required to pass it over the Gov- 
ernor’s veto? 


23. (a) Wife, W, in the N. J. 
;Superior Court, Chancery Divis- 
ion, instituted an action against 
husband, H, for absolute divorce. 
On Dec. 1, 1951, W obtained 
judgment nisi. On Jan. 1, 1952, 
W was injured by reason of H’s 
negligent operation of an auto- 
mobile. On May 1, 1952, W sued 
H in the Hudson County Dist- 
rict Court in an action for dam- 


foreign country to report to a 
state agency the names and re- 
sidences of the passengers on 
board. The statute also imposed 
on the masters of such ships a 
tax of $10 for each passenger 
aboard, the revenue to be used 
to defray the costs of examina- 
tion of the passengers for con- 
tagious diseases and to maintain 
a hospital for the treatment of 
those found to be diseased. Is 
this statute constitutional? 

22. (a) A bill duly passed by 
both the N.J. Senate and Gen- 
eral Assembly was presented to 
the Governor on Feb. 1, 1952. By 
Feb. 16, 1952, the Governor had 
neither approved the bill nor re- 
turned it to the General Assemb- 
ly, where it had originated. The 
Legislature had been in continu- 


ous session between Feb. 1 and ages for injuries suffered in the 
16, 1952. Has the bill become accident caused by H’s negli- 
a law? gence. H moved for a dismissal 

of the action. Decide the motion. 


(b) Suppose the bill, duly pas- 


sed by the Legislature on Feb. (b) Husband, H, and wife, W, 
1, 1952, was presented to the residents of N. J., were married 
Governor on that date, but the there in 1945, and have continu- 


ed to be N.J. residents. In Jan., 
1949, W went to Ohio on a visit, 
and on her return 2 months lat- 
er, she was afflicted with a ven- 
ereal disease. H accused W’ of 
having the disease and of having 





National Ass'n Reports 
Cn Legal Aid in 1951 


343,000 
and criminal, 


both civil 


were handled dur- 


new cases, 


ing 1951 by Legal Aid organiza- norman tyre Beto i pe 
tions throughout the country, echt and Rng 1. 1949 
according to figures compiled he left their home ‘without ro- 
and released today by the Na- ial -_ W’s part H did ga 
tional Legal Aid Association. turn thereafter On Sept. 1 1951, 
Erbin So Se of not having heard from W, nor 
32,000 cases over the 1950 total. having attempted to communi- 
Present Facilities _, cate with her, H instituted an 
There ate now 214 Legal Aid action for divorce on the ground 
organizations of various kinds of desertion. allesing the facts 
operating. (125 reported statis- 9; set forth above. W, in her 
tics for 1951.) answer, and at the trial, con- 
Legal Aid offices for CIVIL tended that the action should 
CASES now total 123—an in- pe dismissed. Decide. 
crease of 13 over a year ago, 35 
over 2 years ago. Of these 75, 24. Pete, a suspected “Pusher,” 


are privately supported societies; Whose source of supply is Smith, 





















that “on Feb. 1, 1952, he did 
commit an assault and battery 
on Smith, contrary to the pro- 
visions of N. J. S. 2A:170-26 (the 
Disorderly Persons Act).” 





The National Legal Aid Asso- 
sup- 
Legal Aid work. Among 
it publishes each 















(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | must be the efficient procuring |Report Shows Workmens Compensation Cost hig, 


- . | cause of the sale. Where a broker | 
OKERS—A b 10 firs t; , 2 > § Pes ——— 
B A broker who first; that “defendants unlawfully in-|introduces the parties and, on URBANA- CHAMPAIGN, Il].—!Workmen’s Compensation 














finds a potential customer and/|terfered with plaintiff’s busines | that i 2>2Otiations sue | ” 
int = hi h om I ee basis, negollations ensue! yyly_ surprise for labor lead- scrapped,” the two autl 
nterests im the property, | The seller had listed the prop-|res ulting in a sale then ordinari- “UThat gee eg erie 
I ht t Ww a es ~ Sa cee {ers and employers who have “What our study shows is 
acquires no exclusive rig 0;etry with both brokers for $19.-| ly he is considered to be the ef-} REGIE syle SRE A EE Fe a ¢ i: 
“ mae | : ree en age ; fought for years over extensions this law has fallen far shor: lM pa 
such customer 500 and agreed orally to pay! ficient cause though he took no| ‘ SRE * er } & : Z 
: : = fe inne ee EN Ge eae 4 ite Preemie {of the Workmen’s Compensation the hopes and beliefs which 5:.JMM ag 
BROKERS — COMMISSIONS — | plaintiff 2 5% commision. part in the negotiations. Where| _... es erie c ry +4 95 = 
: z : ‘ ee ema near i eich a .|system has been disclosed by a sustained it. cot 
The broker who is the efficient} On April 30, 1951 Mrs.jthere is doubt, the question is) 4 4. iio t iver : 
: Mss ae : AES ‘ study just made at the Univer- Conard and Mehr believe ++. ed 
cause of the consummation of} Nungesser called at plaintiff's) for the jury. On the facts here) i+. of qinois he Workmen’s Comp “@ ix 
: a : ¢ eat ; sae: | SILS nos. t orkmen’s om Sati-. ! 
a sale earns and is entitled to, office and ciscussed the proper-|the court might well have found Tt eae ; ; ine mien . IMP Nsatiz 
‘Gye : oe oe ee en ‘ we 2 rst comparis jer|system needs made ¢ 
the commission thereon. |ty. Later the same day he took} Weinstein was not the efficient Phe fs pie pe isa prs se Pe = pi st ona. Me Dit 
: : 2 Se Res wienisesticia’: Ay Ga de of the “overhea 2xpenses siderably more efficient i 
—A broker who in good faith,|/ her to the house and introduced | cause. In Carpenter v. Overland ny hia tataate erser i 1- ina fi thie i een 
though with knowledge, suc-|her to the seller. In the evening|102 N.J.L. 196 the court said “In| 7) “oN mG ee eae woe hoe: 
a : AGS Wi sde es syelicive|linois Workmen’s Compensation what ch2nves are callec r 2 
ceeds in effecting a sale to a Mrs. Nungesser went back to he absence of an_ exclusive eee ; ag Saal : q we 
3 1] e | W . _|ageney it is the agent who Act with those under the Federa Big expenses are the 
purchaser first interested as a}look at the house with her hus ¥, sl ‘!Emolovers’ Liability Act, finds! “aqincteani? - 
prospect by another broker, is|band. Plaintiff saw the purchas-| Without fraud on his part, pro- the ota Sine gl ch is adjustment” and “1 
not liable on unlawful interfer-|er on May 2 and May 5 and on cures and actually closes the ‘€ Operaiing costs substantlaly which are ocassioned 
7 


a PREECE DR higher under the former, a study work of investigators 
‘i siness.| the last day the purchaser made Sale, that is entitled to the com-| | 2 “adhe eceanes {work of investigators 1274 
ence with the others business. S ; pu 1 by Prof. Alfred F. Conard of the yers for both sides whi oa 
Digested from an opinion by : ed 















































































| i oF a ee pone 
,/ an offer of $18,500. Plaintiff) mission. ie = ? z ce é f : 
; never submitted this offer to the Assuming Weinstein had earn- College of Law and Robert I. quite extensive in disp. 
Bigelow, J.A.D. rendered June 25, | eset : ing ean Mile aea iatadateagiioa yee Mehr, Professor of Economics, sie: siiedilice: omnia 
1952. Appellate Div. Weinstein v.| Seller; in fact he never com-jed his commission and Bunch reveals. In this study, for the t time 
¥ |municated with the seller after;induced the seller to bre er : all the expenses of pa ing Thi 
Clemensten et als. For respond- 1 3 7 incuved the seler tO break net “We do not recommend that jury claims—the ex “ae Thi: 
ent—Albert S. Gross. For appel-| April 30. agreement, that is not enough.) 7 = SREY Chas ve eel v 
1; +} xr? ‘k m - pos 
lants—Leroy B. Huckin. On May 7 in the evening, Malice must be shown, or some} ; ers both workmen and emplonii ss. 
Bunch took the purchasers to Subterfuge or improper means or objec oo to the business opera-| and expenses to the taxpayer IM pot 
tions Te é Ss. ’ i; > led } x. 
cei haenes of = wealhenen and| the seller. The parties reached|other tortious conduct. Bunch ge hr ye: en ye ; sai have been assembled nile 
8 “¥ r 31 vA te broker who|2 agreement at $19,000 and a/and plaintiff were competitors. n 1947 plaintiff purchased the pared. It shows that rail. 
> > , : are t 190W oc work? u are id q pores 
unc oy paper abvatingesee pine contract was signed. The seller|Only one was entitled to com-| Property now occupied by him as ea kmen who are paid \ .der lh. 
"9 3S10 . a - ns . * 4 \YY > ( . tT 1? a+ rot ‘ Rates 
nae ak ce, si informed Bunch that plaintiff mission. There is nothing in the} his home. He page gag that Liability Act, get 80 c nts og 
seer : og ; — ie a aa had introduced the purchasers evidence to challenge Bunch’s from the summer of 1948 on he ~ every dollar of total ost: :4E <r 
“Aolar 7, ovat y a iwac nset o aVv 7 i, : mri 5 wh > _ 
o ae ‘ge itt "$950 | learlier in the week and Bunch/good faith. He effected the sale| 4S upset night and igs by ex- dustrial workmen who ire pz 
a ~ ae oS a. : pee >”-lagreed to save the seller harm-|and was justified in demanding) CesSive noise, blinding flashes of under the Compensatio: Act 
The theory of the action was less from any claim plaintiff|the commission. Any damage to light, and odors from burning only 64 cents. Indust: 
. rubbish piles. Defendants deny men have a lower “t 


might make. The sellers paid plaintiff was incidental. Plain- : = - 
the; any noises other than that inci- persentaze chiefly bec 


Appellants are Nungesser the 


























































































iBunch a commission of $950. tiff’s claim in effect is that =a eae eee : ae be h cae 
ea Se ee broker who first “finds” a poten-|4ent to their normal operations, claims get into official >roce:if. --5 , 
Heid: The plaintiff relies on tial custorier and interests him|@eny operating at night, and ings more frequently 1 cae 
K - Flink 113 NJ.L. 582 and| 4! customer and interests him ; : Rots rv 
amm Vv in ane a ie in the property acquires an ex-|4@eMy burning rubbish now. are more likely to be led DAE nan 
y singe” v ce N.J. a hase ae pis : } = pee bee BURT Cake? 5 ie | ae 
sagt ; ae ee 0a clusive right to develop that in-|; Plaintiff seeks a mandatory tween lawyers for b side ; 
j ) . vant ‘ = gos ogre terest into an actual transaction} injunction against continuation rather than between 
yy ains . é “oKer Cla : . 5 nea ) . V 
Save or scout “ss sna cs = ci er Such is not the American law of|of defendants’ businesses on the man and his employe: N 
invest | sg he agri : a = ea as free enterprise. {ground they violate the zoning tempt was made t mpar $9 
es , na romise cee t -on- RE BAe er eee +1, | Bein a = Sind a ea he l 1 to w nor : 
profitably Iladence and not to use it ana|. “eversed with costs in both/ordinance, and an injunction to; act te PAINE NOS 
7 tt} eae ; renee liabl courts. ;}compel th2 Building Inspector of The taxpavers’ sha 
; =n ig "eS > pr se, 1S hhable . 4 P pees ees 
ry 3, ; “re —— U rs ecg’ »1S m8 ee North Haledon to proceed maintaining courts an m 
442 0 | \in tort to the broker for resu aati ‘tion in li ¢ against the defendants for vio- sions to decide how m ch } r 
latest rate ing damage. The latter held an! PRACTICE — Action in lieu of )~" Seas bateran wae 
siete te eras Sst et s : lating the zoning ordinance. be paid to an injurec rkmz 
Der annum mer liable who entered into prerogative writ is not cogniz- é : : 
i owner liable who entered : ‘ ae : ae 
Pl ) ; : : GSS Held: The count against the —is very small, am ing | 
negotiations with another brok-| able in the Chancery Division. |, 5) 4;... iscweten tc Mineabeaell oy eee a 
Funds Insured up to 310,000 er within the period of an ex-/INSUNCTION — MUNICI-| oo. action in Yen of com of he won half of one paieing 
by U. S. Govt. lnstrumentality clusive agency granted to the! PAL LAW—While the rule that seen ¢ a ao rit ‘itt Yi ae ble Fed - Em si oT ne 
. : : Ss : prerogative writ, it is cogniza ‘deral Employers’ Li ty Ac 
Transactions may be handled by mail plaintiff though the _ negoti- equity wiil not enforce by in- : agar ig pe Sat bes pe: os ae peg re iis 
é : cae ee a; Sah nd} 1 the Law Division. ue and about two and one-half sR -he 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage ations were not completed junction the ordinances of a 3-2 a | ects al Work. — — Pa 
pas thin the period of the exclu-| municipality, has been relaxed |~* ; ; cent under worsmel m Held: 
our account er inquiry invited within the period of Ut ae gael Defendants’ operations are sation yy C] 
ae ee ee Aree age sive. Subterfuge or bad faith was' to permit a municipality to “a satis ae : pater mer chain 
; . : 5 : ioe ae . neat lolations Of the zoning ordl- - . 
Me: y2agegeag@ |/the essence in one; breach of seek such aid in preventing ee Sis ni iad Pesta Sahl Sak: lai 
4 a contract in the other. Neither of! zoning ordinance violations, it) .° ~~: °°" “°° SN Dee) Perens eae EY 
QF Si a st a EB | |contract in the other. Neither of niga Py: ’ ._|tions of the non conforming use violation is a nuisa 
pee soa ¢ 6 these elements is here present has not been altered as to pri- senresented lay the cam acme! irk ae naira aia ss ; 

f * a) ¥ rum ten ege 7D. CSC req 4 1e 1 $C Ol. > Neel. } rTeES 2 
SAVINGS anc “Leon Sssn. and the decisions are not pert-| vate litigants. prese | by p school. in special damage: B 
40 COA rRCZ ‘ RK 2, N. J “ia Equity will not enforce by in- The businesses invol' nal 

bits Nr eo Rin 2, ode . ae . = . ar 

pieced 0-964 jine nt. : ae ="? —An individual suitor may not junction municipal ordinances al] enterprises and ar A 
Philip Klein, President | romeo ey : wt aia secure an injunction simply by) unless the offense sought to be ances per se. Most of 
> 1SS101 ry merely introauc- = - . > . x ss = as i i 
\ j commis sion by oes ay 2 : “i proving a violation of a zon- enjoined is a nuisance. This rule about whien plaintiff 
ling a buy r t aes ne ¢ , ing ordinance; he must show been relaxed to permit 1 incidents 
. the violation is a nuisance municipalities to seek injunc- not ex 
3 N & CORPORATION ey result:ng in special damage to tions to aid in preventing ground f 
3 ¥ . A e . P le sa —— i as 
ATIONAL URETY Z him. violations of zoning ordinances, . On the 
q Spe cializing in the Execution of Digested from an opinion by;but no such relaxation has been 
7 Grimshaw, J.S.C., rendered June' made for private litigants. An he 1 
4 onds bs aw, JSC. ide for pri I The nig 
Fiduciary and Couri Bor p2/30, 1952. Chancery Div. Morris individual suitor may not se- and the burning 0: e 
63 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2- 8223 %,et al v. Haledon et al - For plain-|cure an injunction by merely be enjoined. 
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=. DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 1928. Plaintiff, a widow, had in- U S Di t ° t "€ t D @ 30 
, ————____ |herited considerable property| . . 1S ric our ecisions 
Hig, (ORKMENS COMPENSATION released from such liability and from her first husband. Defend-| 
-ATTORNEYS FEES — Under shall be reimbursed for medical ant was a carpenter. Shortly|Landlord and Tenant—Rent)eground it and the act are too 
B.S. 1:15-40 as amended the expenses incurred and compen- after | their age plaintiff Control—Jurisdiction vague an‘ uncertain, and that 
attorneys fees for the 3rd Sation payments paid less the and defendant embarked on an} Complaint was filed Feb. 20, no offense is charged. 
party action to be charged employee's expenses of suit and enterprise of purchasing old 1951for treble damages for Fens Held: The indictment and the 
yainst the employer or his “attorney's fee”. “Attorney’s fee” ¢ dwellings in need of repair and overcharges from August 1948 to statutes involved are sufficiently 
eompensation carrier are bas- |S xeess of as such fee not in defendant repa red and re- August 1950. Defendant moves to certain and clear and the in- 
ad on the full compensation ©Xcess of 331/3% of that part modeled the buildings so that strike alleging the court has no dictment charges an offense suf- 
iadgment and not just on the the set lement or judgment to they became producing. jurisdiction and the cause is ficiently and clearly. U S. Vv. Val- 
nayments made thereunder. which the employer shall be en-, The 4 parcels lved were thus barred. ; ; enti Opinion by Judge Madden 
nices'od from an opinion by titled to reimbursement. acquired but le was taken in| Held: The part of the claim| June 27, 1952. 
; snd. J.C. rendered June 25, The amendment must be lib- plaintiff's name only. Plaintiff|for the period more than one 43. stations 
Cl neery Div. Travelers v. erally construed first because it, held the purse strings and man- year before commencement of nee 
. Mutual et al For is remedisl in nature and second aged the properties sult 1s clearly barred by the The U. S. sues as assignee of 
William LL. Dill, Jr. because it is part of the Work-| The relationship continued Housing and Rent Act as amend- three notes made by defendants 
.-ke~ Tams & Horner. attvs). Mens Compensation Act smoothly until 1947 when it is|/€d. Treble damages on the over- in 1940, defaulted on in 1942, and 
ae iah Tees Whitaal The employer is liable to the claimed « defendant became over-| Charges after Feb. 20, 1950 is less assigned to the U.S pursuant to 
Ins. Co—tsidor Kalisch employee by virtue of the Act re-) ly frie ndly 1 vith a Mrs. Burns who| ‘han the $3000 jurisdictional Title 12 US.C.A. Sec. 1702, in 
MBE icch & Kalisch attvs). For gar diess of liability of a 3rd as next door. Arguments ensu- | 2mount required by Sec. 1331 of | 1943. The sole defense vine is 
a. Martin and pro sé party. Since the employer is now ed and plaintiff clair ms defendant| Title 28 U.S.C.A. Defendant con- the bar of the statute of limita- 
hn. entitled to ieee from | threatened kill her if she did| tends that the entire claim is tions. ; - 
3 ‘an interpleader ion the 3rd party recovery, an em-! not convev a half interest in the |W barred since no action in Held: As assignee of the notes, 
construction of R.S. ployee bringing a 3rd party suit properties to him Defendant | 2 court of competent jurisdiction | the U.S. succeeds to the rights of 
s amended acts not only in his own behalf) denies this erts that in| Was instituted within one year. the assignor at the time of as-’ 
\fencant Martin was injured but also for his employer. There-|1947 he discovered plaintiff had Plaintiff relies on the Defense signment. At that time the bar 
“se emploved. through the al- fore, if asa result of the 3rd party|amassed $701 cash in a) Production Act Amendments of of the statute of limitations had 
isence of a thit ty. action the employer is relieved shoe box and that he confront-| 1951 which became effective July not run. The US., as a sovereign 
: ~ Mutu: the from the statutory obligation of!eq her with this and told her 31, 1951 and authorized such ac- government, is not bound by any 
— sgt tl Jorkmen’s Compensati ae a ' ae ies) tions in tne U.S. District Court statute of limitations unless 
é ion insurance « ier the Workmen's Compensation} he wanted 1/2 of the properties , d De ey ee aes 
sf ’s emplover. Plaintiff Act, the employer should bear! conveyed ‘o - his services, | 'egardless of the amount involv- Congress has cle arly manifested 
. +hird party’s liability in- the proportionate share of the!No conv made and|e¢d. These amendments operate its intention that it should be 
= nee fee producing such! the relations wors 4 to save actions erroneously in- so bound. There is no applicable 
rel . ’ SRE REA ata aad ae sete aes stituted in the U.S. Dist. Court Federal statute showing such in- 
a A 3 1951 Martir suit and not just a share limit- In 1949 plaintiff. with an — we ad eee ig cog 
. in the Worl to the amount paid un to the : : woe wiciteq Prior to their effective date, pro- tent. Accordingly, the New Jer 
i a See Woe time of the 3rd party recovery.|2¢Ult son or daughter, visite d vided tie claim has not already sey statuie of limitations does 
tion Division ee ee oa attorney consult him peen barred by statutory limita- not bar the rights of the US. 
79 Through his ! Lumber Mutual is entitled to ibo her relations. | ;; ; ss Bg - ; Faia acted 
ma hn. h ad instituted reimbursement f the moneys!.-~ oe ae tion. The commencement of an Judgment for plaintiff. U.S. v. 
n, he had instituted |! prising all “ie Seve r al discusions were had cul- action in a court which has no Nizolek. Opinion by Judge Hart- 
nn law action against the p from which shall be de- minatine it @eed Wer@ls4:.46. = 3 iS in| shewen Jae 9 : 
; which, on Dec. 12, ducted the fee of Harry Cohn,|). oy, +h, PR eae ig jurisdiction is a nullity and will shorne Juiy 7. 
' ‘ ‘ie Baca cine Sask sough to bt aside and a SIM- not interupt the running of the a 
ttled for $10,000 A mn to 3at/a based ¢ the full ultaneous a : ent in which CCR ETS tee 
e os - Paae vations 1 CEs ASI es one year limitation. According- 
N “Lumber ul had amount of the compensation! oon acreed t the other jy the claim is saved by the 
$372.03 on the compensa- judgment. elie; toe ae ata: the claim is saved by the 
alte n a with kindues oe make amendments only as to the over- TITLE 
Mutual contends it is HUSBAND AND WIFE—A hus- *€ ae Py —— ae ponre charges of August 1, 1950 and a 
‘ with the attorney’s band may use al! proper in- — om d ee ae ‘ eae “ summary Judgment is entered 
liability action com- fluence over his wife, even for rae ¥ ee chai ei ties ele - defendant on the claim on SERVICE 
on the $3.072.03 actu- his own benefit, but gifts from bhai and Poet 1 a i. all prior overcharges Ellis _V. 
: it, which is the sum a wife to her husband will be es vation ee ee “s Z pr Lynch. Opinion by Judge Smith Suctedive! 
g \bursed. Martin con- closely examined for improp- ties ae np ge PPsigpalltosie June 27, 1952. xclusively 
chargeable with the er influence such as duress. it psi BY 7 leat arke od ‘hes Criminal Law LARGEST TITLE PLANTS IN THE STATE 
ed on the full amount —Services rendered and expen- ae a eter ye EF slain. Defendant was indicted under 
h rd. ditures made by a husband on as ka cake Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001 for “wil- 
Held: PR S. 34:15-40 was amend- his wife’s individual property = aici ons ian au fully and knowingly making a 
69 L 1951 to rectify in- are presumed to be a gift. The aepenaye I iS SatistactOry | fajse and fictitious and fraudu- 
in the prior acts as —An agreement in the nature for a wane then difficulties lent statement and representa- 
in the opinion of of a family settlement is reoccurred ting In 4 tion, to wit, that he was “not a 
ot: bs in Firemen’s Fund favored in equity. separation by agreement Three member of and not affiliated NEw JERSEY REALTY 
Batt 1 N.J. Super 949 The CONTRACTS — CONSIDERA- weeks later Feb 27, 1951, with the Communist Party”. The 
Vorkmens Compensa- TION—Equity will not gener-| plaintiff instituted this suit indictment alleged the state- TITLE INSURANCE Co. 
A vermitted the injured ally set aside a contract for Held: While wife may bestow ment was made in an “Affidavit 
o retain his compen- mere inadequacy of considera- her proverty ft on her hus- of Non-Communist Union Offic- NEWARK 
his recovery fri 1 tion unconnected with fraud. band, sucn culons are €X- or” submitted by defendant to TRENTON + HACKENSACK 
This inequity was Digested from an opinion by amined carefull; r any 1M~ the N.L.RB. Defendant moves to MONTCLAIR » NEW BRUNSWICK 
vy enactments provid- Freund. J.S.C. rendered June 25,; proper influ The law re- dismiss ismiss the indictment on the 
imbursement to the 1952. Michalski v. Michalski. For cognizes the right of a husband Sas 
- his carrier from the p iff—Walter - Van Riper. to use all pt r influence over 
‘recovery. The statute For defendant—Fr A. Palmi-| his wife, but the wife is protect- R / A f c 
last amendment re- eri ed against settlements made on CA ly ppraisa ompan' f 
nbursement in ll This pr ceeding was broug - the husband th h ear APPRAISAL ENGienERsS 
duction for expenses to set aside a conveyance ol a 1/2) In the inst use it is clear 1 NEW JERSEY ORGANIZATION SPECIALIZING IN PROPERTY VALUATION 
jured employee’s at- interest in 4 properties by plaln- plaintiff hel urse strings 
services rendere in tiff to her aefendant husband on gnq was the nt character. posep i | wn M.A.I. EXPERT APPRAISALS 
party action he grounds i In hence the us -onfidental re- CHIEF APPRAISER COURT TESTIMONY 
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n came the amend- ti Defe may wield influence over - = = — 
= involved whict ro- n ac the wife d here exist. 
thet if the recove for reim! Moreover, 12reement 
Ps party is equal to or expended partakes of the nature of a 
a n the liability of the the proper family settlement it is favored in TRIPLE PROTECTION 
he employer shall be The pa equity. 
ELL ay EAE STIG ET The = timony in this cause 
com pletely refutes any charge 
BRIGADIER BAR REVIEW COURSE | of duress. The plaintiff acted on + + LOSE 
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BE IT EVER SO HUMBLE... 


Does the zoning power of a municipality include the power 
to fix the minimum size of dwellings? This provocative question 
has just been answered by our State Supreme Court in Lions- 
head Lake, Inc. v. Township of Wayne, (No. A78, Sept. Term, 
1951) but not without the division of views which the problem 
immediately suggests. 

We suppose that few would dispute the power to limit the 
minimum size of dwellings in districts already characterized by 
large and expensive homes or in districts set apart for such de- 
velopment. So also most would agree that such control may be 
exercised throughout a municipality if it is territorially small and 
already committed to the more expensive housing. It is reasonable 
to protect areas already of that character and to set apart districts 
for that purpose. Small structures obviously impair the value 
of larger homes and insofar as protection oi such homes is con- 
cerned, the small dwelling is in principle indistinguishable from 
multi-story houses or other structures which would depreciate 
their value. 

But such was not the situation presented in the Wayne Town- 
ship case. The restriction was not limited to areas already mark- 
ed by expensive construction, nor to districts set apart for that 
use. Rather the restriction was made applicable throughout the 


eT 





township, in the small business and industrial zones, as well as in | 
area of a tiny] 
established community, Wayne Township sprawls over 25.34 square | 


all residential zones. And far from limited to the 
miles in comparison with the 23.57 square miles of Newark, with 
but 12% 
sizable lakes, and as a result a considerable number of residences 
have been built for the summer occupancy only. In this setting, 


the restriction challenged requires a minimum of 768 square feet 
of living space for a one story building, 1000 square feet for a 
two story dwelling with attached garage, and 1200 square feet 
for a two story building having a detached garage. Testi- 


mony as to cost of a house of 768 square feet varied from $10,000 
to $12,000, if massed-produced, to $8500. to $$200. if for year-round 
occupancy and $7500. to $8200. if for seasonal use only. 

— app2rent that this zoning limitation could not be justifi- 
ed in this setting as reasonably necessary to protect the existing 
character of an established area, or to insure protection for a 
specified district. The majority opinion does observe that “It re- 
quires much watchfulness to anticipate and prevent 
urban blight as it does to eradicate city slums”, which reflects 
consideration for the protection of property values as such. But 
the focal consideration upon which the decision is rested is ‘the 
health of those who dwell” in homes which are smaller n 
the prescribed standard. There was testimony by “a recognized 
public health expert, who testified that living floor space in a 
dwelling had a direct relation to the mental and emotional health 
of its occupants and that he had developed scientific standards 
for different size families; 400 square fest for one person, 750 
square feet for two persons, 1000 square feet for three persons, 
1150 square feet for four persons, 1400 square feet for five per- 
sons and 1559 square feet for six persons.” 


is 


sud- 


as 


tilda 











A concurring opinion would recognize authority to base 
zoning control upon aesthetic considerations in addition to 
factor of health which moved the majority, but before conc 
ine that the limitation of square footage was reasonable, ind 
that a house of that size was well within the financial reach 
of the residents of Passaic County which “has an average effec- 
tive buying income per annum of $6000 per family.” 

Two justices dissented. They expressed the view that “the 


threat to the general welfare and health of the community usually 


springs from the type of home that is maintained within the 
house rather than the house itself’ and that those who can- 


not afford a home of the required size ‘will be relegated to living 
in the larger cities or in multiple family dwellings”. Their ‘difficul- 
ty with the piovision in this ordinance is that it applies equally 
to every part of the 25-1/2 square miles of this township”, and 
without regard to districts which in fact are as yet not marked 
by existing development. They could find no relation between 
the regulation and any authorized zoning objective, and observed 
that “the decision as to what the minimum square footage in a 
particular house should be is essentially within the legislative 
province” and the Legislature has not spoken. 

A house with 768 square feet of living space is, as h¢ ZO, 
a, small house, but yet it is beyond the reach of many. The correla- 
tion between living space and health is obvious, but the serious 
question is whether zoning was intended as a vehicle for solving 
that problem. 
Health regulations prescribing the number o 
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occupants 


per 


of its total area developed. Moreover there are several | 


than | 
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ETHICS OPINION 


QUESTION NO. 410 
CONFLICTING 
INTERESTS 
PROPRIETY OF ATTOR-' 
NEY FOR STOCKHOLD- 
ER OF CORPORATION 
ACCEPTING ELECTION 
AS DIRECTOR OF 





its corporate existence or to 
elect to dissolve it. In view of 
|the importance of the meeting 
and the corporate problems 
which will probably ensue, A is 
desirous that B, his attorney, be- 
come a member of the Board 
of Directors, and therefore, sug- 





is elected as a director. 
Is it unprofes- 
such a 


A owns 25% of the issued 
|and outstanding capital stock of 
a corporation, the certificate of 
,incorporaiion of which provides 
‘for cumulative voting and for 
,four directors who need not be 
| stockholders. 

| (b) B is A’s personal attorney. 
|The corporation encounters fi- 
nancial difficulties, leading to 
the conclusion that it should be 
liquidated to avoid further losses 
‘to creditors or to the stockhold- 
ers. As yet, the corporation is 
solvent. Ai the last annual elec- 
tion A did not vote his shares 
and no person designated by him 
presently sits on the Board of 
Directors. 

(c) A now receives a notice 
of a special meeting of the stock- 
holders for the purpose, among 
other things, of (1) electing a 
new Board of Directors of the} 
corporation; (2) considering the 
financial affairs of the corpora- 
tion; (3) a determination of the 
question of whether to continue | 


(CORPORATION. gests that at the meeting A will 

{ ( APPROVED. COND I-/nominate B as a director and 

| ( TIONS STATED. will vote his shares so that B 
(a) 


(d) Question: 
sional for B to accept 
directorship under any of the 
Canons vf Professional Ethics 
pertaining to attorneys? In un- 
dertaking such directorship, may 
it be said that B is representing 
conflicting interests which, un- 
der any of the Canons, should 
induce hirn to refuse to accept 
such directorship? 

ANSWER TO QUESTION 410 

In the opinion of the Com- 
mittee, B may accept the direc- 
torship provided there be, at the 
time, no conflict of interests be- 
tween A and the corporation, 
;}and provided further, that B’s 
relationship to A is disclosed to 
the Board. 

If, at any time while B is A’s 
attorney, such a conflict should 
arise, it would become B’s duty 
immediately to resign as director 
or terminate his attorney-client 
relationship with A. June 25, 
1952. 








square feet would be addressed directly to that health problem. 
|The ordinance does not so provide. Restrictions as to the size 
|} of the house, without regard to the number of occupants is at 
best an indirect approach, which may miss the target. True, of 
; course, indirection is not in itself a fatal characteristic. Some 
|} rroblems are more effectively met by indirection than by direction 
}and frequently facility of enforcement justifies that course. Never- 
| theless, the underlying problem of living space in relation to 
|health is not one which can be solved at its roots by zoning 
|}ordinance. Although the zoning statute does specify “health” as 
}an objective, yet ordinarily it connotes the relationship of public 
|}nealth to assaults upon it by noise and unpleasant emissions of 
industrial activities. Concern with the health of the occupant 
/himself is ordinarily the province of the building code and board 


of health regulation rather than zoning. 
Apart from the asserted correlation between a small home 
and “slums” which the dissenters reject as unwarranted, the dif- 


ficulty with the use of zoning power to meet the health problem 
jis its inadequacy. It in no way alleviates the plight of the un- 
derprivileged who already occupy quarters far short of the claim- 
!ed minimum health standard. If the health of the occupant is 
|a justifiable basis for restrictions as to size, then every municipality 
may adopt lixe restrictions, and this without regard to the estab- 
lished character of any portion of its area, because no one could, 
n that premise, deny to any municipality the right to prohibit 
additional ‘blight’. It must be apparent that universal adoption 
of requirements would consign our fortunate citizens 
to existing tenemenis, existing slums, and deny them an 
portunity to obtain that living space which is now their quoia 


such less 


Tin 
3) 


in the surroundings of some green grass and clean air. So also 
will be denied to them the opportunity of a little summer place 
in the country to break the pressure of the city jungle in which 


they live. Nor is this just an idle fear. We must face the fact 
that no one wants the impecunious. Taxwise, they are a burden, 
an community which avoid that burden will hesitate 
to avoid it. Indeed, in the development of the course now opened, 
we can expect high-sounding recitals in ordinances which in fact 
upon a well-calculated comparison of tax yield versus the 
of schooling, fire and police protection. and the other muni- 
}cipal burdens which come in the wake of new development. In 
short, althouzh restriction upon size of dwellings, is based upon 
protection of the health of the occupant, yet realistically the 
women and children for whose health we thus are con- 
cerned, are already experiencing the ravages of inadequate hous- 
fine with additional hurt to health beyond that which can be 
|found in the naked fact of quantum of living space. 
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d no can 





j rest 


cost 


men, 


All of these considerations may seem to be addressed to the 


legislative judgment of a municipality. They are not. Rather 
they bear uvon the kasic question whether the Legislature in- 


| tended zoning to be a medium for the solution of the problem 
fof sub-standard living. The inadequacy of zoning to deal with 
he problem seems manifest. Ordinances such as here in question 
may protect a community against the problems which attend the 
peor and thus leave the problems with the cities which are now 
strangling with them. Local objectives may thus be achieved. But 
how do such ordinances aid the health of those for whose benefit 
we purportedly adopt them? The danger is great that the use 
cf the zoning power in this setting will merely aggravate the 
true problem of the underprivileged. 


The question involved is difficult. Differences of view upon 
it are inevitable. The majority opinion is not oblivious to the ser- 
iousness of the issue. It observes that zcning regulations are 
not immutable “like the laws of the Medes and Persians” and 
“if the ordinance proves unreasonable in operation it may be 
set aside at any time’. A sense of experimentation is thus sug- 
geested. Whether the step taken is forward or into space, time 
alone will tell. This much is clear: The avenue now opened to 
municipalities will be well travelled and will require close watch- 
ing lest our standard disposition to yield to “legislative” findings 
of local fathers will permit our less fortunate brethen to become 
the still more unfortunate pawns of provincial rejection and 
the victims of economic segregation. 
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State Spending Grows; 
27 Top $100 Per Capita 


1940 Average $41, Census 
Bureau Reports 


™ 


New York (ACCN)—More than 
half the states in the union—27 
to be exact—had total expendi- 
tures for all purposes in 1951 of 
more than $100 for every one of 
their inhabitants, according to 
a study recently made public by 
the U. S. Bureau of the Census 

Two of these states, Delaware 
and Washington, spent the equiv- 
alent of more than $200 per cap- 
ita last year, the first time this 
level has been reached in state 
expenditure records. 


The growth of spending at the 
state level is indicated by the 
fact that only one year before, 
in 1950 there were 17 states with 
per capita expenditures of $100 
and more, 10 fewer than in 1951. 
In 1949 there were only 11 states 
‘n this spending bracket.. 


As an average, total exnendi- 
tures of the 48 state governments 


were the equivalent of more than | 


$100 per capita in 1951, as com- 
pared with $89 in 1950 and $81 
in 1949. Back in 1940, per capita 


state expenditures averaged only | 
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These figures include spend- 
ing for all activities in which the 
States are engaged. These vary 


| Widely as between one state and 


| local 


another because of differences in 
services provided and in respon- 
sibilities to county and local sub- 
divisions due to variations in cus- 
toms, traditions, and economic 
ability to support public services. 


It is true, of course, that agegre- 
gate state government expendi- 
tures, which added up to some 
$15 billion last year, are dwarfed 
by those of the federal govern- 
ment, particularly these days 
with the great rise in defense 
spending. 


Furthermore, both state and 
governments held down 
their expenditures during World 
War II and deferred many nec- 
essary projects to help the war 
effort. 


Catching up on these deferred 
} projects, along with the rise in 
the general price level and un- 
avoidable new expenditures like 
veterans’ bonuses, has been a bi 
factor in the rise in the cost of 
government at the state level in 
recent years. Nonetheless, the 


record tax burden now borne by 
the people and by business re- 


lires State and local ex 


tnat § - 
snditures be as carefully watch- 
waste and extravagance 


f the federal govern- 


ed for 


those 
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Repert on Family Needs 
Of Legal Services 
Published 


The National Legal Aid Asso- 
ciation has issued a second edi- 
tion of THE FAMILY AND THE 
LAW, the report of a study of 
family needs as related to legal 
services, made for the Survey of 
Legal Profession by Earl 
Lomon Koos, Director of the De- 
partment of Sociology of the 
University of Rochester. 

The study stems from a con- 


+ 
tne 


sidered opinion that many 
family problems are peculiarly 
susceptible to treatment by the 
lawyer with his special skills. 
The analysis of information 
from middleclass and working- 


class families in six representa- 
tive cities is an attempt to dis- 
cover whether the families 
recognize these problems and 
the need for help, and their use 
of the lawyer in solving their 
problems. 

In addition, the study seeks 
some indication as to why people 
who have certain problems do 
not use the services of the law- 
yer and what substitutes for 
legal advice are used. 

The report includes an Appen- 
dix on Methodology as well as 
Summary Tables of the findings. 

Copies of THE FAMILY AND 
THE LAW by Earl Lomon Koos 


may be obtained at $.50 each 
from Natioanl Legal Aid Asso- 
ciation 328 Main Street East, 


Rochester 4, New York. 

Plan for the future, but live 
for today. Don’t plan to be happy 
tomorrow or next year. Be hap- 
py today.-Dale King in Good 
Business. 
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MORTGAGEE 
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Operated for lawyers — by lawyers 


e Make your own search 
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ducted to determine the right of 
the union to represent employ- 
ees as their sole bargaining 
agent, the employer Company 
summoned its employees. in 
small groups to leave their work 
and attend addresses ee the 
Company’s Labor Relations 
Manager. During the course of 
each of these speeches, this re- 
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t> showe } at 9 91 x 
ATTORNEYS EXAM howed that D had failed to re Pass Judges’ iges' Pay Raise a 
port as part of his gross income SHERIFF'S SA a 
(Continued from page 5) tor at the hospital to which V for the year 1946 the sum of BATON ROUGE (ACCN) — A We ae 
was brought by officer P, im- $10,000, embezzled by D from his bill providing for an increase of ae ga eg 
at that time, and you did not mediately after the shooting, employer, E, and the further $2,000 a year in the base pay of = Lawr ce pin” ies 
become acquainted with Smith that V said, “I feel myself get- sum of $15,000, extorted by D District and Juvenile Court By virtue. of . ve at 
until a year ago?” The witness ting weaker. I don’t think I’m from said E, under threats that judges in Louisiana was given © nda tar aaeGhed,: J 5 
answered: “I did not know, and going to make it. I want a D would expose E’s criminal ac- final passage by the state legis- eae ON ; 
never met, the defendant, Smith, priest,” and then X told V, tivities and would kill E and the lature and sent to the governor ? I Standa: 
until a year ago, when I came “Don’t worry. You always have a members of E’s family. Both of for signature. r 
to live in Clay.” Smith’s counsel few rough days before you get these sums had been acquired The measure will apply to 46 |... : 
then asked: “What is the de- well. Tell me who did it,” after by D during 1946. On appeal, D District judges in the state and being : 
fendant’s reputation this day in which V said, “He came to the contended that the trial judge the Juvenile court judges of Cad- | BhGINNiNG' 
Clay, N. J. for truth and vera- front door with a gun in his erred in refusing his motion for do und ins ‘ishes t ceven 
city?’”’ The prosecutor objected, hand. I jumped aside, but he a dismissal of the indictment on Mear e. the senate or per. t 
and the Court sustained the shot at me three times. He was the grounds that moneys ottain- is preparing to ¢ te legis- + ngs 1 
objection. Defendant was con- dark-haired. Now get me that ed as the results of embezzle- lative action on raising ‘ 
victed, and on appeal assigned priest.” ment and extortion is not sub- the salaries of state Supreme tie Ww: 8 
as error the Court’s refusal to Did tk ee i i to federal income tax, and court judges from $15.000 to $18.- Fs ts Cea ‘ 
: : 1 > trlal Judge err in ad- ’ ¢ t , : ‘ aed a ‘ ~ 
permit the question to be an- = ee or inst id ‘ a *r that D could not be 000 a year and Circuit Court of ! Rate ty-eix 
j ! g the above evidence? ee See rn : . dceny t tlt t: t 
swered. Decide. mivting . we oe ly indicted in 1951 for an Appeal judges from $12,000 to no? 
_ 7 37. (a) In a criminal prosecu- red tax evasion that occurr- $15.000. feet Iredtlis 
35. In March, 1952, P sued D tion under Sec. 11 of the Selec- - the tans ble year 1946 asec ( 
in the Mercer County Court for tive Training and Service Aci 4 ee re ef FE RRO aS eae PS. ce : 
: shay adaneunind case EN Wace ‘ Id the appellate court af- cation, and referred to a pending ! I 
2 property damage to his car caus- of 31949 D. a _ revistrant. was } TU : 
, SS : sig é pagel ears Peo8 ; ie ‘ or reverse the conviction? suit by the Company against the 
ed by D’s alleged negligence in charged with wilful failure and lads tae ac ik ee 
operating his car so as to collide yefysed to report for induction, OPTIONAL QUESTIONS en urges, and pic stoi th “e the igs 46550), “eon 
a“ nace < Snes hid cates af ‘harges, ¢ state AG “ORE! rete ae 
with P’s car in 1945. D filed <r after having been classified as (Answer Any Two) Fiome was un is oa gp-| Newark. New Jermy, Joly.9 
answer denying negligence anc 5 es > for military : ee pikes coat at hOSEPH BONN 
ee ae » the statute of limit _ 1A, le. av ailab le 10! mili ary O-1. On Oct. ie 1949, . a re- posed hd a closed shop. He em- iM 4 N 
setting the statute 8-|cervice ; r 17 due eos : ries ateprabide : I : 
ti sees 7” ; epar st defense ; D service, and after receiving due sident of N.J.. was iniured in a phasized. however. that the iid 24 Ang 
S as c Separe Cc tense. tirpa a =f f . ian 1 "ie 7 ° 9 ai, een - i" = 
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a “ meeps At the criminal trial, D defend- to the negligence of D, a resident ployees’ right to collective bar- DEPARTMENT OF & 
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a é Seg tay tow a . oer been classified as 4-D, because was served in Kansas with the practices by reason of the above i } 
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» t » oO He] see. 5 1) tne "od | 4¢ Q ra . 7 : Ey 
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ippeal, D contended that the a gree RS eae ort actions. Rule 3 of the Fed- under the circumstances? re) 
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eon e 7 tr si om ‘ wrongful classification and ex- menced by filing a complaint viewed si 
UNICC tion ee ds — te : emption, because Sec. 10 1) (2) vit the court.” A Kansas sta- O-4 and T. ten- 1 ~d 
(a) The testimony of S, son of the Act provides that “decis- ;... Ne eee for ce ; : F “ 
‘f V. that V had told S on the ;.... -e ¢:. 01.0) paeotey beng. | tute provided that suit is not ant, er a lease for a 
ee a th agieve: in ‘Phila ions of the local (draft) boards geemed to have been commenc- factory bt 9 Clay, N. J xs 
morning ol e crime lt MA | chall h +49] exrent where _ i Aes i is Be 2 = bp my sa ft ‘ 
: Rise en shall be final except where an ed u and until the defend- dated Feb. 1. 1951. for 5 vears. 4, ce as is 
delphia, and not in the presence 4,9) ic authorized in accord- Paria seater p x 335 ; ane uve hereto se 
: +} } ; : . ,. appeal is aul siete esos *“~ ant is served with summons. On galling for the payment of $609 ‘ oe 
of D, that he (V) was going tO ance with such rules and regula- 4; ie er teddies ; entn : ‘ 
Camd that night to settle some |. Der eee eee eee #5 he basis of the anove facts, D on the first of each month in (aya t 
amaden tnat nignt settie SOME jsinne « the President Vv pre- ; : : } E . 8 
“to vith D d tions as the President may pre- moved for a dismissal of the ac- advance, beginning Feb. 1, 1951. ies we 
usiness wht ‘ me ” a ea Po +he i er Lie 7 z : LLOYD B. MARS 
(b) The testimony of P, a — and the proots a NE tion on the eround that it was On April 10, he building Secretary of State 
Dd} > test or . -riminal trial showed that iq Z ‘ 9 ‘ ai me . I t. 2 
< : Per , ey Criminal trial L showed that D had comme nced too late. Decide the in question was totally destroyed —————-_ = 
Camden police officer, that while taren no ppeal from the classi- »,,4; : os : 
he was taking V, in the police LARCH NO appeal 22 : — motion by fire without fault of L or T STAT 6 eet 
ne was aking . tne 1 >| Gaatinn aft , > nard < = a eee : i 5 2 O ‘EM 
ir, from th ene of the fatal maa th local board, as O-2. (a n 1952, P, a resident L sued for $600 rent for the sane TE sr ” 
car, Irom the scene oO! > Tate provided in th “ules . : . cant : 3 “ . ( CA DIS 
sho stin to the hospital ind intinndeg dhagetonggior-e sige of N.J., sued D R. R. Co., a rail- month of April, 1952, and T ten- 1 ali to whom these pri 
shooting t spital, ¢ prescribe < uling by re ; saa aaa : ; Greeting . 
“gras Wee oe eas . prescribed W: as this ruling DY yoaq corporation, incorporated dered L $200 representing rent WHER GAS 
about 5 minutes after the shoot- tho trial judge correct? ig le PENS ge ee eas 3 Me : lite ant 
e ee segs vy ele Ul d ATER n both N. Y. and N. J., in the from April 1st to 10th july ( 
ing, V said, “My God, I have f - sees Se Ce ree ae nee e eee es ae 
been shot. It happened so quick (pb) Assume that in the above U. S. District Court for N. J. P’s’ T relied upon a N. J. statute 
PAL SLIOL la} mea -s ‘ ’ —— 1 1 4 ‘ ey 92 ff 
I don’t know who did it. All 1 case D nad appealed from the complaint alleged that D R. R. reading: “Whenever a _ building 
4Uil \ »4Al W i a . . 7 ‘ ‘ T y *Y re ; Yn « } ~ } 
could see was a dark-haired fel- ruling of the local draft board Co. was a N. Y. corporation and on leased premises shall be com- 
4a os - Wad c Me ~ilal — < tlie ‘2 : 4 > rT — } %y ¢ 
low.” D was dark-haired on the grounds that he was P was a resident of N. J., and pletely destroyed by fire, the ¥ t ; 
Was A il ee < ° 7 e ° * 
‘ Side ‘ : crranctnily classified . 1d ht $10,000 damages by rea- rent shall be paid up t the Z “ 
‘e) The testimony of O. an- Wrongfully classified and should sought $10,( bp we a" Tent shall be paid up to the ! 
‘amden Police officer, that have been exempted, as a regu- son of personal injuries suffered ti; of such destruction, and has 
amaen Foulce ¢ ks DEY | erable Aen ‘ ax . a) ow : 14: 4 
nn SN ae eae ed BEY COSY TARR onde 1ined minister of by P due to the negligence of thereafter the lease shall termi- 
P, a fellow-officer, were ‘¢* “ isan : se - ; = aes Aaa 
in a police car atout religion, and that the appeals the employees of DR. R. Co. The nate 
ali A pt ali av t u P 7 © Sewmntac + 3 +1 
when thev heard what board and every other review railroad moved to dismiss the Decide the case. 
tae ae See ~ accorded him under the Act action on the ground that there O-5. By resolution of the Town 
a backfire from an @#° : a ap : <oe ee ee we sin li on : d 
} } eae , sustained the classifications of was no diversity of citizenship, Council of Clay, N. J. on Feb 
auto, that they proceeded about *s'ce™ a ~atir 1 was a corporat ion 1 105 rmit w ranted 
i : “1 where the local board, and that D had Since rallroaa was a ve ( 1, 1951, a permit was granted 
hree blocks to the house where : : eerie ae auellas a. Y. Decide Sai 5 han ee 
Voh seen shot, that a by- report ed for induction, was ac- of N. J., as well as N. Y. Decide to XK Co. to operate a cemetery 
Sry cage apr etal alk i eae the Navy, and then the motion. on certain premises on Y Ave. 
stander on the sidewalk in frc : seh Alay : ; - —RudastatiN .sunn | cca 7 = 
; I laimed. “He h : submit to induction, (b) X, a resident of N. Y., sued in Clay, N J. On March 1, 1951, D 
I the n -lalme 1as . seeps , San Se eee f T o He |< fis tinccnee £3 : cee ; 
t b dy Cat h same grounds. On a Y, a resident of N. J., in the X Co. bought the la ques- .. 
st mul somebody. Catc : am - ge ce Cp ap Merce cae ngage ae . s 
hi “H " to Ho - indictment for wilful U. S. District Court for N. J., tion on Y Ave nd paid sur- LOYD B. MA 
} He 7 ver t uston caamcitie : : ieee e=nn Seely) oo 73 . wees ; LLOYD B. } ts 
Bes i ae . i @ th ] submit to induction, claiming $5000 damages to X’s veyor for laying it out into burial Nerreta ’” Stat 
= oF we age hi : D defend on the grounds an ymobile, as the result of Y’S plots. ‘= 
) ; } Prine of wrongful classification and negligence in operating Y’S On Feb. 1, 1952 th Clay Tow ———— 
FALE RG REE n of wrongful lass ct e aa i 
ear enable alan tps 7: eee. exemption automobile. At the al in the Council passed a resolutio ~ 
eee sere Street and caught : : ” , U. S. District Court in Newark, scinding the cemetery CER SNR 
Dx yelled ade oe egienn-ainge 3 Hous- 38. In 1951, D was indicted ana x's proofs showed that the granted on Feb. 1, 1951. : se 
n treet mnd whe aquestion- eonviceted in the J tric nag a : 1 ae ‘ . sreeting 
ton Street, and when question- convicted in the U.S. District 4ximum damages which he (a) On behalf of X Co. by | Witkeas 
said mM rimnnine for m Yoaiyrt+ ¢ . Jeu speepy = f . , ] f ‘i mone oe P 5 t 
i ea Pe TE oe ae OES DOE Sew Cerner, FOF wilful mieht recover were only $2500. what proceeding and in what ines for the ntar 
caanevagoul , evasion of the federal income y then moved to dismiss the ac- court would you test the validity hae ey 
ia hp + +39 Nn + " a Aner + > laur he nr fe « Se typi; x 7 ‘ a ° ° - 1ers t Ss 1 
d' The testimony of X, a doc tax law. The proofs at D’s trial tion for lack of jurisdiction in of the rescinding resolution? NORMAN AMUSEM 
FOREVER AND A DAY coer ee com ss — the federal court. Decide the (bo) Assume that the follow- tice is situated at No. 35 
2 motion. ing reasons were argued by the star Naval aemes 
ERMA-PLAQUE PROCESS GUARANTEES: rg ND Big eelineagelly~ sony ty Maret nigh deo 
Your COLLEGE, ATTORNEY'S or COUNSELLOR’S Certificate ox ‘wahens Ghee pais nin; nd 1 of th i Magia: Ste thes (1) : 
_ = sive r I Pampalgning ana 2) he rescinding resolut * fR) | 
FOREVER - FOR 4 LIFETIME - AD INFINITUM sedi ache taaii Sp ies: [EL ae ee ; Cor 
week prior to an election con- The original resolution of Feb. *: 








1, i951 should have been by ord- Sow TH 

inance instead of resolution; (2) *iit¢,0F me 2 

the permit violated the zoning “sventh day of Jul 
ordinance of Clay as it existed in writing to the disso 
on Feb. i, 1951; (3) the permit at wHIeh Said cone 
was contrary to an ordinance| 2° tie proce anes ators 


ding 
aging 


forbid 





burials IN TI 


















rescinding resolution of 
1952 


valid? 


4” BURPO COMPA 
MN Acted Barts I ir 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK.N.J. 2"1766 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATHD 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To a t chom these resenis may come, 

Greeting: 
EAS, It ap 


I 

irs to my satisfaction, 

ft proceed- 

thereof 
> stock 


the v 
inanimous 


jeposit 











ti SS) may served) has 
1 tl r ré litle 14, 
t Ct I i tes 





Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
did on the 

iy 


this Certilicate Ss 8 
NoW PHEREFORE 
State of the State of N 
Certily at the sale 





I I 
n n 





x ted and nsent 

di ti cor- 

holders 

cl sent record 
li said are now on file 








as | vided by law 
STIMONY WHERBDOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my iificia seal, at Trenton, 
this Ninth day ol J . A.D 

Si ne thousand nine hund nd 


LLOYD B. MARSH, 


Secretary of State. 
7 ) 1] 


L.J July 1 24 l $12.80 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DHPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
l 0 whom these presents may come, 


Greetir g 
WHEREAS, It 
yd suthenti 






sfaction, 
» proceed- 
thereo’ 


the stock- 






principal 








requiremet 





cretary of 


NOW, THEREFORE, 
t the State of Ne lo Hereby 


' it said « on the 
1 n 

FL I 1 
IN PESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my and i af 
1 fficia s . nD 

LLOYD B. MARSH 
Secretary of State 





I ! 
EV ARTMI OF Sit 
‘ I ) 

STM OLDERS TO 


a LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
That s OF NEW JERSBY | STATE OU NEW JBRS |} ESTATE, OF ETHELYN M CRAIG, de- 
( ME Tr OF STATE | DEPARTMENT F STATE cease 
n t r $ n CERTIFICATI ISSOLUTION 
O:00 AL) » all to whom ents may come, N 
1 fe st y satisfaction, Greeting ft subscri 
* Ss 1 of proceed WHEREAS ETHELYN M 
x lissuiution thereof, } by duly authe 
d Jos 3 1! ings 
7 > | py the una 
: ff rry MHANTS CREDIT | holders, deposit 
vo F NI K MONTCLALE 
> € a nporat . RAIG 
i. 24 I tt >» ait MOLINEUX, Attorney 
\ \ Cit st Avemue 
s Ne ( nswick, “N. J 
Fs wer 19, 26. July 10, 17 
\ \ ’ ’ {ARS ‘a - 
NOTICE th s = New STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
. i ( s t DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
s ; the issuing CERTIFICATHD OF DISSOLUTION 
7 ST te 2 tt To all to whom these presents may come 
: = Ss tary of Greeting 
FE a ‘ I . Do Hereby WHEREAS, appears to my satisfaction, 
;. lid, on the} by duly authent rd of the proceed 
' - s » in a ings r dissolution thereof 
a ested consent | by tt 1 it of all the stock 
aes s ) Vil ) yf said cor- glders, dep offi t 
> BALL : , stockuolders ‘. J BOAT : 
ee > ‘ . ts s d the record; 2) porath e. pat 
. 2 ling now on file |‘ * ats ; . i 
_ - 1 my said ctfti , i by law. ie t Py awe 
; 5 2 ety sar i rps WHEREOF, 1 | State of Ne be 
- 7 $ s have ise y hand and af. | 2% the ae 
WV . me fixed t at ‘Trenton Pha g 
= : I ; A. D.| complied 
: 4) ) s SKI. ) SH f this Certificate of Dissolutic 
= . ‘ 2 as NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
3 \ AM H $12.20 te t! tute of Nev Do Hereby 
ony s —- did on the 
fos = ee ee ne, 1952, f in 
. and attested consent 
- “ " SS uti of said cor- 
sari ) 1 ~ t stockholders 
a arty i I) f, 1 the 
Me SCHL SUPER ‘i , now 
Mpa 7 LANCERY n my said office as provided by law 
g B IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
10 ~ h, } 1 ¢ have hereto set my hand and af-| 
2 Aas iW KANS ‘ ati fixed my flicial seal, at Trenton, | },, 
= \; | ge ¢ this Seventeenth lay f June, 
OF NEW JERSEY Seal) A.1, thousand nine hundred | 
* \ N UF Sl s and f ) 5 
L UF DISSULUI : Z LLOYD MARSH, 
ea 2°30 
ae \ i { i t Dated June 
ae rm shot ( EScAre © PHILIG, GOLDIN 
; Pursua the order of WILLTA) 
Ir.. Surrogate of ‘ f |} 
is hil 1 i ‘ i n I tr 
mate “ gned 1id d i e is 
= . j ! $ FL i t sa 1 it age 
reut . t eir and sands against 
- 1 le i nths 
s Bal Be HARLES KANTER 
Iniy 10,17. 24 E 7 
s ! ie 
> - rs : } i STATE O SIDORA WARD ¢ 
te s OTICE OF SETI MENT 
“ w t N wiv the 1 3 
1 ‘ I t j 
a kK 2) r W 1 
af ! SIDORA T WARD, dece 
t 4 sea a 1 . t t S : 
( | rn) I 
S ;. “ 2 j 
B. MAKSH | S ST COM 
M OF NEW JERSEY S253, . 
- IMPN1 OF STALE : I | : 
‘ ATE OF DISSOLUTION ISSO ) 
~ * nre come ) ® 
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to my satisfaction sa 
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i Mrs Furst. F 744 1 swid 
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| LO Assix Attorneys 
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Draws Plan for Improving Texas Juries 





Judicial Council Group make the sacrifice in time which 
Says Judges Must lead jury service requires. They are 
—— often persons whom the trial 
AUSTIN (ACCN) A plan for judge would like to accommo- 
improving Texas juries has been date. But such jurors are nec- 
drawn up by a special commit- essary to the proper administra- 
tee of the state Civil Judicial tion of justice. Every time one 
council wnich was set up to con- of them is excused the jury’s in- 
Sider the problem. tellectual average goes down. 
As scheduled for submission to Fewer excuses will improve our 
the council, the plan first calls Juries. 
on trial judges to be more care- , . 
et ee oe : é Headed by Randolph L. Car- 
ful in screening out prospective | : Ea ea TT 
; Ae Pe : ter, a San Antonio lawyer, the 
jurcrs wno can’t read or write, . “Vie ; 3 “es oe. 
ha ? : special committee advocated re- 
who do not own property or head °-* : cant ee 
femallian : vision of the law so that excuses 
c 2S. . 
— would be harder to obtain. It 
“Until our courts enforce the would let the judge excuse a man 
camer cllotet nations iti. . p : 
very slight educational qualifi- until some other day. Outright 
cation embodied in our present excyses would be granted only in 
statutes,” the committee said, cases of extreme hardship 
“the judiciary and the bar are 


a in a poor position to ask the The postponement technique, 
egislature to enact laws calling already used by some Texas 
for higher qualifications.” judges, results in fewer requests 


for excuses, according to the 
committee, which said: “When a 
juror finds that he must serve 
; : one time or a’g)ther, he ordinari- 
“$¢ is usually the educated, in-|, tk nt tt ce with 
11 ania rs to be ex ly prefers to get it over with, 
liigent ,uror WNO aSKS X= aaa ee 
weer pues , istterh and often withdraws his request 
cused,” the committee said. “Men ,  ) oe i 
Risawie j to be excused. 
of ability are usually busy, and 
therefore they are reluctant to Following a study of jury sys- 
= tems in other states, the com- 
mittee concluded that Texas has 
NORMAN N. POPPER about as good a general plan 
REGISTERED PATENT for selecting juries as the others 
ATTORNEY Smaller Texas counties have 
17 ‘Academy St., Newark 2, N.J.{ commissioners to choose the jury 


A second part of the plan calls 
upon judges to grant fewer ex- 
cuses to jurors 

















Mitchell 2-1406 panels. This works well in the 

Nervices available to attorneys only areas With few enough people for 

a group of commissioners to 

om eee KNOW Which citizens are unfit for 
LICENSED BONDED [| jury service, the committee said 


4 The committee found that the 
Hanus Detective Agency | wiscs1 coven is best for the lare- 
DIVORCE SPECIALIST er cities. The wheel turns up 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 many jury prospects of low in- 


E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, | tellicence or no education, th 
ei TiS Principat committee said, but it is still a 


r method for providing 














-- - Se as faire 
juries in cities than to use com- 
missioners who might be inclin- 


ed to select panels from certain 
N economic, industrial or social 



































Teyuiaelv ia Tightening up of jury m} 
tions also was advocated by th 
-omimittes. which would exempt 

Re) C ATED ? only persons over 70 vears of age, 
state and federal officials, minis- 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA ters, and practicing physicians 
Several otner classes of citizens 


513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y.) [errr aon 


j a “ 

' 2USINESS and 3 4 wi 
ls ORTGAGE re ; 
RORGAN CO. twat. | 

Oo pO S Ghetokes hyd al ll a a aE RAS ARONA <I 














Forwarders Recognized Mitchell 2-0534 
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Bankruptcies 


Business Failures Dip 























ae ere eee NEW YORK (ACCN) — Com- 

tS ¥ i:| mercial and industrial failures 

a J To 'Hagert st.. Nut- @eclined to 131 in the week end- 

ae e Siteacmimne eae . ed July 3 from 163 in the pre- 

TC aeeee vont een | ceeding week, reported Dun é& 

2 ets S52 7 Vewlans & ¢ Bradstreet, Inc. Despite this dip. 

a |. S10 Livingston St. Casualties were heavier than a 

7 : re cota kote year ago when 129 occurred, but 

Sei ie Sarge pase ner « fell slightly below the 1950 total 

; N. 6th St..| Of 138. Co 1uing below the pre- 

: Jordan D. Lin War level lures were down 37 

Rs H sr. 883 N. sth! Per cent the 208 in the 
nee Be.06 nets COMpATL ek of 1939. 

Failures involving liabilities of 

geninaeet $5,000 or fell to 111 from 

roe <_,,|138 last we but exceeded their 

$7,400.88; refr. Wee-| total of year ago. Among 

2 ei a a casualties having liabilities un- 

ae adage ts der $5,000, there was a mild dip 

BA ea are apie eet to 20 n 25 in the previous 

SAINFORD Mfs ii Mein St. Merk week amd 36 in the similar week 

; re: TN. _. ¢, | Of 1951. 

; Sil: cols: Michael Retailing, and construction, 

7 re ae accounted for most of the week's 

«t/a Ho & M. Poultry Farms. decline in mortality. Small de- 

Ea TE: auccts $6,000: Wee ereases also took place in whole- 

. Vieter fuskin: <* saling and commercial service 

rts, assets $590; ) Contrary to the general down- 

SOLEPR. DP Williamst Rd. Franklin, Ward trend, manufacturing cas- 

LN Lipkin: wit. Ware & Join. Ualties increased. More concerns 

IER. R (.. Sp. 199 Noi nq. failed in this line and in whole- 

x a ht ne. tee saline. ani service than a year 

fereenti OR ee only declines from 1951 

S3.7ST.S0: assets S440: appeared in retail trade and 


construction. 


ae Ca 


Pecora Statement On _ five 
ago and nine in the similar week 


Rent Sabilization Law 


compared with 24 


of last year. 


“The strong eviction protec- 
tions for tenants, the right of 
1djustments for landlords who 


Appellate Decisi 


improve their property, and the! arpellate Sites 


volunteer services of the Rent Ss 
Advisory Boards by local public-| Re; 


varcarella v. Civil 


nanded July 7, 1952. A- 


spirited citizens continue as im-| gtamato & Co. v 


portant provisions of the new, wie 
vent sescpeangatt law that be-! 495 


k. Reversed July 7, 
-51. 


came effective July Ist”, Area’ In re Estate of Julia 
Rent > . iphae Pore 7 : é py 
Rent bien ‘tor Michael Pecora appeal dismissed July 3, 


said today. 267 


-51. 


“The administration of the Brewster & Son v. Bi 


Federal Rent Stabilization pro-| als. 
eram is unchanged by amend- 51. 


ments in the new Defense Pro- V 
duction Act. The Bill continues Rozella. Affirmed June 
Federal Rent levels and eviction A-lé 


Affirmed July 3, 195 
eterans Loan Autht 


87-51. 


protection until September 30, Thompson y. Bd of Ec 


f 


( 
1952”, Mr. Pecora stated. of 


to keep Federal Rent Con- F 


Still exists and that Federal Rent 
Controls are still desired in the 
mmut The effect of such a 
solution will continue’ the 








ns must be adopted on or be- 
iber 30, 1952 and a 





trol until April 30, 1953 may do Park 
so ety adopting a Resolution de- June 
rine that a housing shortage St 





Federal Rent Stabilization pro- Affirmec 
particular locality!) Ty 
1953. Such resolu- | July 1, 1952. A 227-51. 


Millville. Affirmed J 


nadian failures numbered 


a week 


fons 


Service 
217-51. 
Bruns- 
1952 A- 


Simon. 
1952. A- 


gota et 
2. A-78 


rity v. 


27, 1952 


jucation 
une 27, 


rench American Reeds v 


Any city, town or village de- 1952. A-304-51. 
i 


30, 1952. Ad554-50 
rte . Janiec. Revers 
QO: 


hlanger 

j 1952. A-602-50 

‘vler v. Hansen et al. Reversed 
>] 


Plastics et al. Affirmed 


ed June 
ned July 


etal. 





ertified copy should be im- 














mediately sent to Tighe E 
Woods. Rent St sate izer, Office of 
Reni Stabilization, 24th & Okla- 
homa Ave., N E W ashington, D 
C 
Landlords and tenants in Es- 
ex and Union County continue 
the Newark Cffice daily: 3). 
the hours of 9:00 A.M. ! 
P.M., Monday to Fri- 


-lusive, at +1004 Broad 
vark, New Jersey, for 
rent and 


ana 


information on their 
eviction problems. 


Bureau Aids Bureau 


A new phase of cooperation 
between federal bureaus is re- 
ported by Commerce Clearing 
House. The Bureau of Internal 
Revenue will send names of new 

loy sistering for an 
social security num- 
he Wage Stabilization 
] er then will check 
whether the employer has 


ubmitted his wage rate schedule 


L 





. WSB for approval, as requir- 
ed by its Regulation No. 9 











Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 3l1st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 






































































Commercial and 
failures in the U. S. for 
to date total 4,235 and 
with 4.470 in the ce 
period last year. Week] 
rt irst half of 
1inst 166 a ve 


195¢ : i 
tne 1990 pe j D | 


























smnignnieaond MUNI 

RATE: Thirty tite S 
x words ne, aga 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNa« & sch 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2 Ny ‘ iuri 
grou 
EMPLOYMENT WA*TED fv 
E casit 
YOUNG ATTORNEY DES! ncis 
ize “Advocate Generale —_™ 
ge to intery mme J tutic 
ATTORNEY, BEST RECOM o- 
d P total 
hitsce ee So Ber ieee. 7 “a from 
= ; ~ modi 
Ses sabe eee mon 
sen | t nity. 


aie TATU 
FOR RENT sor 0! 


on COMAERR ed as 
e Sent. 15th. Tne struc 
FOR SALE ' 





FOR SALE Dante 
1 Complete set of A! R. anj ae 
L.R.A. with all the indexsff 5... 
to date. weg 
LE ROY MILLAR 
102 No. Main St., Paterson, NJ 
LAmbert 3-18) 








USED LAW BOOKS &. 
SUMMER CLEA! 1 

ATLANTIC REPORTS—2nd Se 

WEST SUP. COURT DIGEST 

REMINGTON ON BANKRUPT 
—PRICES QUOTED ON R EST— 

American Jurisprudence - Amer wR 








FOR SALE IN FINE CONDITION 8Y 
ATL ANTIC LAW BOOK (0 


1371 6. ist ‘St, Brook 
Cloverdale 2-415 
iN fy hooks 








35 YEARS EXPER E 


APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
ESTATES. INHERITANCE TAX 
FEDERAL. STATE & COUNTY COURT. 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 
ANE a 
200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5, Wd. Th, 
MArket 3-1119 ws 











ATTORNEY COOPERATION LICITES 


W. BD. ETTINGEF Th | 


FIRE ADJUSTE 


FOR THE ASSUF 
9 CLINTON ST., NE. ARE sta 










































; t ! ; Mitchell 2-469 
—We Cooperate With ttorne 
. SARASOHN & CO. 
. FIRE ADJUSTERS (OR THE 
y POLICYHOLD: ® 
S 786 Broad Str 
- =f Newark 2, N 
1 1 : MArket 3-321 i 
a Fire Adjust 19 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. M NION 
5 Associated Adj. ters | : 
: the subseriive: 3 24 Commerce St.. \ewart oa 
: PPLEST Mitchell 2-1771 M2 cket 2 a 
LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURAN 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 
A sound company engaged 
exclusively in the examina- why, 
tion and insurance of titles 2h res 


to real estate. 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New Jem! 
7 NELSON PLACE op: 


Mitchell 2-7875 





Essex Coun 














Hail of Records NEWARK, N. J. 
Rates on Request 


